I United States Patent and Trademark Office fij^^ 

I UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO 90C (Rev 10/03) 



Advisory Action ^"^"^"'""^ 

Phuongchi Nguyen 
--The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet wll 

THE REPLY FILED 03 November 2003 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 
Therefore, further action by the applicant is required to avoid abandonment of this application. A proper reply to a 
final rejection under 37 CFR 1 .1 13 may only be either: (1 ) a timely filed amendment which places the application In 
condition for allowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee); or (3) a timely filed Request for Continued 
Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. 




1 .□ A Notice of Appeal was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1 .192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 
The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) E they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) □ they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 
3.S Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): 1:8. 

4. n Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

5. n The a)n affidavit, b)D exhibit, or 0)0 request for reconsideration has tteen considered but does NOT place the 
application in condition for allowance because: . 

6. n The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 
raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

3 For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)K will not be entered or b)n will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be r^ected is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim (s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: 10-18 . 
Clalm(s) rejected: f-fl.19and20 . 
Claim(s) withdrawm from consideration: . 

8. n The drawing correction filed on isa)n approved or b)n disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. n Note the attached Infomnation Disclosure Statem©nt(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). . 

10. n Other: 
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, Continuation of 2. NOTE: 

In regarding to Applicant's the amended specification, paragraph [0028], "a housing extension portion ...70", "resilient spacer 
spring arms 72", "a housing extension portion 80" and "resilient spacer spring arms 82" are not consistent with "a housing spacer portion 
, 70" (on page 6, line 2, 10026]), "resilient spacer spring amfis 72" (on page 6, line 4, 10026]), "a housing extension portion 80" (on page 
6, line 7, [0026]) and "resilient spacer spring amis 82" (on page 6, line 7, [0026]). The "[0028]" in the amendment should be changed to - 
[0026] - , instead: and the amended specification raises new issue that would require further consideration and/or search. Beside that, the 
amended specification does not clear up 1 12: because "a resilient spacer positioned between said substrate and said housing" Is not what 
the specification and drawings described. 

In regarding to Applicant's argument of claims 19 and 20. the review of the first action (04/07/03) indicated that Claims 19 and 20 
was discussed In section 103 rejections as being unpatentable over McHugh et al (US61 7964B1 ) in view of Newell (US4831 359), The 
rejection never relied on the additional reference IMcHugh et al (US6244875B1 ). This is Just a typing error. 
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